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Dale 



Dear Sir; 

This response is to the Office Action mailed March 1 8, 2003. 



Carol Dccairr 



Ittterriew Summary 

Applicants and their representative thank Examiner Katarzyna I Wyrozebski Lee for 
telephoning on March 14, 2003 to described the restriction requirement Applicants' representative 
requested written restriction due to multiple groupings. 
Restriction 

Claims 1-35 have been restricted under 35 U.S.C. § 121 as follows; 

L Claims 1 -1 1 are said to be drawn to hot melt adhesive comprising exfoliated clay, 
classified in class 524, subclass 445; 

II- Claims 12-24 are said to be drawn to conductive adhesive comprising exfoliated 
clay and conductive particle, classified in class 427, subclass 117; 

III. Claim 25 is said to be drawn to method for providing electrical connection, 
classified in claSs 252, subclass 500; 
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IV. Claims 26-30, 33 are said to be drawn to method of making electroconductive 
adhesive, classified in class 425, subclass 113; 

V. Claims 3 1 -32 are said to be drawn to making of electronic assembly, classified in 
class 414, subclass 904; and 

VI. Claim 3 4 is said to be drawn to electroconductive adhesive tape, classified in class 
428, subclass 343. 

Applicants respectfully request reconsideration and withdrawal or modification of the 
restriction requirement. 

First, claim 35 was listed in the Office Action Summary, however, it was not included in 
any of the claim groups. Applicants believe claim 35 should be examined with Group II, and 
alternatively request review and correction of the Restriction Requirement. 

Second, it is believed that the concept claimed in claim 12 (Ciroup II), for example, links 
Group 11 to Groups I, IH, IV, and V. The mventions of all Groups are related as adhesives that 
comprise organophilic clay, further adhesive ingredients, and uses of these adhesives. 

In addition, Applicants note that the composition of claim 12 (Group II) must be included 
in the method of claims 25, 26. 31, and 35 (Groups 111, IV, V, and II?), When claim 12 is found 
patentable, these other claims also should be found patentable. These inventions of Groups I-V 
arc closely related in the field of adhesives having organophilic clay that a proper search of any 
of the claims would, by necessity, require a proper search of the others. ITius, Applicants submit 
that all of the claims can and should be searched simultaneously, and that a duplicative search, 
with possibly inconsistent results, may occur if the restriction requirement is maintained. 

Applicants submit tlial any nominal burden placed upon the Examiner to search for all 
Groups accordingly to detennine the art relevant to Applicants' overall invemion is significantly 
outweighed by the public's interest in not having to obtain and study many separate patents in 
order to have available all of the issued patent claims covering Applicants' invention. The 
alternative is to proceed with the filing of multiple applications, each consisting of generally the 
same disclosure, and each being subjected to essentially the same search, perhaps by different 
Examiners on different occasions. This process would place an unnecessary burden on both the 
Patent and Trademark Office and on the Applicants. 
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Applicants respectflilly note that, even if the inventions are independent or distinct, the 
Examiner need not have restricted the application, and therefore need not maintain the 
restriction. MPEP § 803 requires that the search and eKainination of an entire apphcation 
can be made writhout serious burden, the examiner must examine it on the merits, even though it 
includes claims to independent or distinct inventions." Thus, it is not mandatory to make a 
restriction requirement in every situation. 

In the interest of economy for the Examiner, the PTO, the public, and the Applicants, 
reconsideration and withdrawal of the restriction requirement are requested. 

Nevertheless, to comply with the requirements of 37 C.F.R. § 1.143, Applicants 
provisionally elect, with traverse, to prosecute the invention of Group n, namely claims 12-24 
(and 35). 



DaLc 



Office of Intellectual Property Counsel 
3M Innovative Properties Company 



Respectfully submitted, 



April 14, 2003 By 



Dean M. Harts, Reg. No. 47,634 
Telephone No.: 65 1 -737-2325 
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THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THIS FACSIMILE TRANSMISSl6l^^AY CONTAIN CONFIDENTIAL 
OR LEGALLY PRIVILEGED INFORMATION INTENDED ONLY FOR THE PERSON OR ENTITY NAMED 
BELOW. 

if you are not the intended recipient, please do not read, use, disclose> distribute or copy this transmission. 

If this transmission was received in error, please Immediately notify me by telephone directly at (651) 737-2325^ and 
we will arrange for its return at no cost to you. 
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